MOSLEM SCHISMS AND SECTS

receives the attribute and deserves the attribute because of
the state in which it is.

The second situation is that the subject to which an attri-
bute is given becomes attached to that attribute as its state
(Ml).

The third situation is that the subject deserves an attri-
bute neither for itself nor for an attribute, and becomes
attached to that quality rather than anything else attached
to the subject as its state.

What forced him into this was a question put by Mu'am-
mar regarding "the significances": "Did the learning of
Zaid belong to him rather than 'Amr, for himself or for
some significance, or neither for himself nor some signifi-
cance?'5 If it is for himself, then it follows that all branches
of learning belong to him, for they are all learning. If it is
for some significance, then Mu'ammar is right in holding
that each significance is attached to another significance
endlessly. If it is neither for himself nor for some signifi-
cance, then the fact that it belongs to him or to some one
else is immaterial. According to abu-Hashim, Zaid's learn-
ing belongs to him for some state (hal). But our follow-
ers say that his learning belongs to him by its essence, and
neither because it was knowledge nor because it was Zaid;
182 which is like saying that black is black because of its essence
and not because it has a self or a being. They then said to
abu-Hashim, " Do you know the status or not ?" And he
said no, because if he had said that they were known, he
would have had to prove that they were objects, because,
according to him, nothing is known unless it is an object.
Nor could he say that they were changing status, because
changes occur only in the case of objects and substances.
Moreover, he does not say that status exist, nor does he say
that they are non-existent, nor that they are eternal, nor
that they are created, nor that they are known, nor that
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